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This is a study of values and value systems of 
various groups of elementary school pupils from ages nine to twelve. 
The research is based upon Milton Rokeach's (1968) conceptualization 
of values and value systems and upon his methodology of value 
measurement. A two-fold purpose of the study is stated: 1) to modify 
the Pokeach Value Survey in order to make it a more appropriate and 
reliable instrument for use with 9 to 12 year old pupil? and, 2) 
utilize the modified instrument to investigate differences in the 
value preferences among subgroups of the population sampled. Several 
tentative implications for educational practice of the findings of 
these and related studies and for further research are identified. 
Seven tables which summarize the measurement instrument and the 
results of the value survey are included. (Author/SHM) 
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Pokeach (1971a) and Kehoe (1972) have deronstrated the possibility of 
utillzinq the Rokeach-type value peasure in order to r^anipulate experiment- 
ally ; :rrJ cular terninal or instrurrental values as indenendent variables in 
resear:^- -studies. If certain attitjdes or behaviors arc predicted as the 
rest/i 0'' .^3^!sing cr lowering particular values \/ithin personal value systems, 
v.eu ir.e Kokeach-type nx^asure would provide evidence that such manipulation 
had, in fact» taken place. For example, Kehoe predicted that upward manipula- 
tion of f reedom , ec^ual i ty and broadminded^ would ircrease "tolerance of 
cultural oiversity." Such a prediction cannot be tested unless evidence is 
obtained that these values, as the independent variables, have been success- 
fully nanipulatcd. 

It is finally suqqestod that a test-retest correlation over time might 
be used as a measure of value systen stability or change. Rokeach (1970) 
has snov/n that various co^T^parison groups differ systenattcally in terms of 
value syster stability. Assuming experimental control of all variables, in- 
cluding instrument reliability, except treatment variables being manipulated, 
then the lef^s positive the correlation between ranking frow test to retest 
the greater the value system chanqo. It might, for example, be predicted that 
utilization of value clarification strategies vmid produce significant value 
systen change. The modified Pof-each-typo value measure is weU-3i*iited to the 
testing of this type of prediction at the elemr^t^'ry scnoo'l level. 




^iM^jL. 0!^£^0i! AND VA.'iCOiJVLP l,C. 
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Av.ong the issues identified for today's progran are those of 
>3K. tification, conflict and resolution/' This paper is an atterrpt 

. . i>j first of these issues, value identification, f'ore speci- 
e ' , o;r concern is with the values and value syste^^^s of various qroups 
^' ' c-CMtary school Dupils fron anes nine to twelve. 

r-Jjcato^s ^'3ve a^^ple reason to be concerned about the value orienta- 
ijvs jf their pupils. Syster.atic knov/ledoe of nre-adolescent value pre- 
ferencos is of oreat potential importance to teachers^ curriculuin planners > 
<^or*:o'^ studies educators, and researchers. 

:;^c^:- and ASSUf^PTio:iS 

Before reporting the findings of our studies of pre-adolescent 
valji;, it is important to make explicit some of the assumptions underlying 
tiis research and some of the characteristics of the methodology employed. 

The research that we report to you today is basec' unon f'ilton 
c^each^s (1962) conceptualization of values and value systems and upon 
thodoloqy of value neasurement. Rokeach reoards values as the most 
'.L- .; elenents of human belief systems. He defines a value (1968. p. 124) 
' . c . a tyne of be'^ief, centrally located v/ithin one's total belief 
;y3tor ^bout hov' one n,icht or ought not to behave, or about some end-state 
:f c/^:tt;'ice ^^or^'n or not v/orth attainincu" P.okeach differentiates bet'ween 
A^r'^' values, or pren^rred cnr»-stater^ of o-st^nco. and i^^s - ^urenta 1 values 
or ^x^'c:rrox. ^^oc^s of b'^^cv^or, w'itnin the set o*-^ tc-rr-nal o^" instrumental 
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,j1u(.3, Items are differentiated from each othc^ --^ vrns of centrality. 
•;-'C':'." believes that it is the relative posit^o- vilues within a value 
s./st-.r" that Influences choices made by huran situations of value 

confl i 

ch's approach to the n-easurei'^ent c •jc': .issunes 1) that 
. : :-ir.cncnt5 {i.e. value items) of the valuo been accurately 

i'io' 'iec, 2) that the itens coi?prise a fairly -kto list of the cof;- 
'-••cn:: the val-io syst'-'n, and 3) that the poz'-z-- --r r-?.rticular values 

indiyid:i?.l value systcr is a critjcul v-. --.le in the deterrnn- 
■:ior of hurian behavior aod belief. 

The notion that ii; is the relati've nos" ■ o- ,ues within a 
.'>v. 'lod value systc-, nither than the absolu";- a^..- : cf preference for a 
. ir: ..lar value, that is crucial has inportan: i i. ons for value theory 

••: vjrrnent. For exarole, it is worth nr-.-> t. dependent variable 

■■' -est in the studies reported today is rot t-.- Lr-ount of a particular 
;alue nrefcrence that each subject exhibits. It is rather, the ;)os1tion of 
•v5-ticular values within each subject's terrpir -" ... T:tr.jnental value system. 
Fois aDproach assumes that nroups of subjects, 5 particular value 

-'-•laMvely high '..'ithin thoir personal value sy^r ..,,1 differ systematically 
fr-r -rou'^G of subjects, •..•ho rank that value relatively lov. It is this 
assur-cion that justifies the handlinq of a'---'- -/ ^rsative data In a norwa- 
li'^e ranner across subiec:s. 

Ti:o purposes of t:.o studies renortod to':. . '-o ti.o-fold: 1) tOTodify 
'.io '?o!e3ch Value '-urvc-y. (Torn 0), {See .'rprr • : 1 ) , in order to n:ake 
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it a nore appropriate and reliable instrur^ent for use with 9 - to 12-year 
o]': ".lO-ils^ and 2) to u::ilizc the modified instruriC-nt (See Appendix Table 
H; r.o investigate differences in value preferences .^rcng subgroups of the 

pcj 1 sarplod.. 

*:*ie crocGSS of nodifyinq the adult, Pokeach vdue reasure involved 
:--so/r.cpt of a oanel of expert judges for considerations of content 
va"i:itv and vocatularv level and tlie conducting of ^ilot studies to establish 
t^^^-^ctest r:! iijilitv. Pertinent data fror those procedures are reported 
in tables 'ili-A, lll-l^^ and IV (See Appendix). 

:esiqn Tables V-A and V-B shov/ the composition of comoarison groups 
in t^^e Vancouver (Table V-A) ind Portland (Table V-B) samoles. The Vancouver 
stucy er^oloyed a 2 x 2 x 2 factorial design to sample the value preferences 
of --rade four and orade six boys and qirls at tv;o SES levels. The Portland 
stuJ- eroloyed the sane instrument and cluster sarpling procedures to examine 
the value preferences of black and white boys and qirls at two levels of SES 
in grade six nly. Inasmuch as the Vancouver study did not examine the race 
variable and the Portland study did not examine the qrade variable, it is 
not possible to make direct comparisons between ponul.^tions on all the var- 
iables studied. Hov/evcr, v/e propose, in addition to reportinn the findings 
of the tv/o separate studies, to make certain gross comparisons between the 
entire Portland sample and the grade six portion of the Vancouver sample* This 
panerwille therefore, report similarities and differences in terminal and 
inst ruTontal value pre^'^.^ronce^ 1) v/ithin tKe Vancouver scrrple, 2) \itHin the 
Portland sam.ple^ and 3) between the qrade six rupils v/ithin the two populations 
sar-.pied; Table V-C shows the comosition of the cor^parison oroups in the 
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Vancouvor-Portland 'connarative* study. 

SI"i:Ak:TIES 

■'ables VI-A and VI-B show those values that \/ere ranked consistently 
i ^' ' across conparison groups in the Vancouver (Tabic VI-A) or Port- 

"af.u ("i^le VI-B) sanples^ observation of a value in the top or bottom four 
r^-siticrs in six or more of the eight conjparison groups comprising each 
sanile \;a5 ta;:en to indicate substantial cross-croup sinilarity in value 
preference. 

Table VI-A presents the values meeting the stated criterion level 
v/if'-'Mi "'-^e Vancouver sannle. The terminal values » family love and protection , 
ilgjA^f--.' .'\9.^!.4 true friendship, and the instrumental values, loving and 
hon^'St , .ore uniformly highly preferred across comparison groups in the 
Vancouvor sample. Among the least preferred across comparison groups were 
the terninal values, confi dence and pri de In self > feeling of achievement and 
reli gious fait h, and the instrumental values, creati ve and Influential > 

According to Table VI-B» two terminal values, family love and prot ection 
and e^ual^ojport^unity for all people, and three instrumental values, lovin g, 
honest and h el jif u^l ^ v/ere unifornly highly preferred across comparison groups 
in the Portland sample. Those values that were uniformly least preferred 
across Portland comparison qrours were the terminal values / feeling of achi evo- 
nen^t , oxcitinq lifc^> and P][p!^r2}^9yLl}l!?.> instrumental values, creatj^-r 

infj uential > 

It is well to remenber that the Vancouve** sample comprised pupil's in 
both cjrades four and six, whereas the Portland sample comprised only grade 
six puoils. A more direct ccr-narison of grade six value preferences 1n the 



0 Dor-Jlations sanpled is provided in Tables VI-C, ^'NH, VII-D, and VII-r._ Tables 
:-C ::rj VI-D show those tenninal (Table VI-C) and --nstrumental (Table VI-D) 
allies t^5t were ranked in the top and botton four rank order positions by grade 
pir* both samples and the ratio of occurence of those values among 

pr i-.v groups in each sannle, Applyin9 comparable criteria of simlarity 
cor.ta^'^'son betv/een samples as v/as applied within samples^ Table VI-C shov/s 
* ""^^ i . V lov e Qnd nrotecticn is highly preferred by qrade six nupils in both 
:E^rpk:, and feeling of achieverent is uniformly least preferred. Such values as 
pea ceful, wor ld, true friendship, prospe rous life and religious faith approach but 
do nor neet the criteria level of sinilarity. 

Table VI shows that four instrumental values meet the criterion level 
of sirila^ity between samples. Lovi ng and honest are ranked uniformly high 
across comparison grcjps in both Vancouver and Portland grade six samples, where- 
-^Ij .^.^-X,- infl uential are ranked uniformly low. Helpful and brave approach, 
^.ut do not meet, the necessary criterion leve*?. The implications of the uniformly 
low preference or such values as achieyenie£t and £rea^ve will t? discussed later 
i'l tfiis paper, 

DIFF[Ri':iCCS 

The factorial desi nn of the Vancouver and Portland studies permitted 
analyses of variance of the nai. effects and interactions of nrade, sex and SES 
ifi the case of the Voiicouvr-r stud; , and race, sex and SFS in the case of the 
Portland study. Tables VII-A and VII-B nrcvidc a summary of sinnificant 
ratios \ itnin the Vancouvr^rr^^p^nle, Tabic VII-C provides a sumn^ary of significant 
differences within the Portland sarple, and Tables VII-D and VINF provide 
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ijriffianes Oi mean differences and sifjnificant "t" values between grade six 
-^•jpil'; in the Vancouver and Portland sanples. 

VAIiCOL ,'Hk 

•es VII-A and VII-B shov; siqnificant sex differences in the Vancouver 
•.ar.cio on six of fourteen terninal values and seven of fifteen instrumental 
values. Girls ranked the ter'-inal values f arily love and protection , social 
"-corrition and rel igious faith siqnificantly hinhcr and exciting lif e, pleas ure' 
".d prosperous life si-;nificantl v lower than did boys. Vancouver girls also 
'•ankod the instrumental values lovino, honest and forgiving significantly higher 
^'^'-^ SfHy^' creativ e, influential and intel ligent significantly lower than 
■.'a"co.!vor boys. 

Tables VII-A. and VII-C also shov/ that significant grade differences were 
*ound on 4 of 14 terninal values and 7 of 15 instrumental values in the Vancouver 
't-j-iy. Prade four nupils -referred the torrinal values b eautiful world . and true 
Id^H-Jiyil significantly ''orc hiohly than did grade six pupils. In contrast, 
grade six pupili. preferre d confidence and pride in self and exci ting life more 
highly than did grade four punils. Anong the instrumental values, grade four 
pupils ranked cheerful , clean, loving and polite significantly higher and ambitious 
and dependably significantly lower than did grade six nupils in Vancouver. 

The Vancouver study showed sinnificant SES differences on one terminal 
value and four instrumental values. High SES subjects preferred beautiful world 

'and dependable more hiohly and /sn, intelliGent and polite less highly than did 
low SLS subjects. It is also v/orth noting that interpretation of these main 

effects is confounded by first and/or second order interactions on five of fourteen 

terminal values and nine of fifteen instruncntal values. 
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Ta/ie VII-C shows that t-«e PortK^.nd stud/ a' sionificant main 
-'ffecis and/or interactions on four ter«^inal va"^ s c.rd three instrumental 

value*; , 

Si'^'iificant race difforencts {'r-jin offects)^ ere •^^Jnd on two ter- 
rinal and two instrurrental values, sex differences on t\:Q terninal values 
rif'J ClS differences on only one terninal value, ri-ick subjects preferred 

terminal value conficonce ?ride in self and V instrumental values 
infl^iotiaj^ and cheerful sionif icontly more hir^l / than did white subjects in 
the Portland sar.ple^ Unite subjects preferred the '^^^'^ i'vil value admi ration 
and rrspect of others sirnificant'y ^^ore hiohlv t'*:an did Clack subjects. Race 
v;3s also involved in two-v/ay interactions vith SES on the terminal values true 
friendship and secure conntry . 

Socio-econor.ic status (SlS) v.*as associated vith rain effects and/or 
Interactions on three terminal* jnd two instrurrental values in the Portland 
sample. Subjects of moderate SL'S :^referred the t^rri:^! values admiration and 
respect of othe rs and secure country significantly nore hinhly than'did lov; 
ZZS subjects. The SES main effect on lG£U£ej:£un^tr/ was confounded by a sig- 
nificant tv/o-vjay interaction of Race and SES on t'';a-: value. 

A Sex 'main effect* and ^■'^ "-ntoraction of re- and SES v;ere observed 
on the instrumental value in^^j * ^At}. Bo;<^ -rrj influential significantly 
rore ':i :hly than did oirlSj alt^-run^^ the s^'^x H j -;.rj-e was nuch nreate^ at 
the low than at the lighrr ^ v^*^]. 
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VANXOl'VER AtiD PORTLA'IO CO.MPARKD 



Tables VII-D and '-'II-E present r.oan differences and significant t- 
vali<c-. •>^= .OC.) for prade six :/ibjecti in the Vancouver ( n = 68) and Portland 
(n = ' " samples. Significant differences were found on 6 of 14 terminal 
va'. .... r.-^'- I of 15 instrunental values. 

/ccording to table VII-D, Vancouver punils proforred such 'hedonistic' 
vs^ues as pleasure and excitinn life significantly nore highly than did Port- 
land :)upils. Vancouver subjects also preferred such 'competence - and achieve- 
rcrt oriented' values as ambitious and capable (Table VII-E) significantly more 
highly than did Portland subjects. In contrast, Portland pupils preferred such 
*sociocentric' values as equal __o£portunij^^ (Table VII-D) and 

cf^eerfjil (Table VII-E) nore \rrh]y than did grade six nupils in Vancouver. 

It is also worth noting the Portland subjects ranked terminal values 
confi-ience a nd pride in self and re-ligious faith significantly higher and 
I?I!iil:''j£y:ejnd_£^^^ sionificantly lower than did Vancouver subjects. Also 

worth noting a-e the remarkable similarities in preference between grade six 
nuDils in Portland and Vancouver on such terrfinal values as secure country and 
I!£2£^^lworld (Table VI i-:) arci such instrumental values as polite and dependable 
(Table VII-E). 



im ICATlOliS FOR tDUCATION 

ti this stage, it would be unwarranted to make fore than tentative 
stater-nts concerning the implications for educational nractice of the 
find-:. . ■ -■ these and related studies. It is not yet clear that the findings 
r-:- :. -,adly generalizable or, even, that replication studies will confirm the 
^"i-di,-.Gs reported here. Ilowever, admitting the limitations of present know- 
ledge in the field of preadolescent value preferences, it Is, nevertheless, 
possHle to identify a nunber of tentative implications for education. 

The conclusion that the "readol ascent years aro a period of substantial 
chan'ie in value orientations is of rreat potential sinnificance to educational 
P'-oCtice, particularly at the elc-c-ntary school level. Whether or not or.e 
believes that schools should r^\->.> any direct role in influencing such chantjes, 
it is inDortant to identify the value orientations not only of Individual 
rupii-:, but also of sources of influence upon individual value systems. Such 
sourc. 3 of influence as prirary rofercice groups and persons may possess value 
o'-'entations that need to bo i.-:p"tified by educators. Furthermore, if the 
school is to pake explicit its intended and unintended influences upon pupil 
values, then systematic efforts n^ust be made to Identify the value orientations 
cf the school as an institution ^6 cf participants In the process of schooling. 

Social studies and other educators are once more emphasizing the need 
to examine value conflicts c-.' to -ncourano the clarification of personal pupil 
values within the school sctt'^n-. The use of a Rokeach-type measure as an 
instructional device is, nerhans, indicated in such valuing situations. For 
example, would not data concern im reference orowp value norr:s and personal 
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value hierarchies provide valuable inputs to value clarification and con- 
flict resolution activities in the classroon? 

Fav^thermore, vnth reoard to criteria upon which curriculum and instruc- 
tion ^'ons are based, Hilda Taba (1962) stated thnt, 

i.e know fron research that it is foolhardy to overlook the 
special need , interests, weaknesses, strengths, and exist- 
inn concerns of th;^ learners in vhat is taunrr f^nd how it is 
done. To ionore t^*.is rerely rears ovorlockinn potent noti- 
vation and courtinn t-^e possibility of ineffective learninn 
(p. 239), 

Ir 'i.'OLJld be possible for a tO'i^hcr t') utilize the ponified Pckeach- value 
survey to develop a value rrofil for each of his classes (e.q. Tables VI-E 
and VI-F)* Such a nrocod*ure wouli provide enrirical evidence concerninn the 
preferred values of tho pmils ---n.^; would alert teachers to deeply felt inter- 
ests a:yJ desires of the chilirc-^. T-iis suqnests that as a beqinning point 
for instruction, notivation for learninn could be, increased by capitalizing 
on the pupils* nost iTof erred values. 

In this regard^ it is ir:;C' tant to note the uniformly high ranking of 
Fanil y Love and Pilote£tjo£, ^^^ceful^ Uprld, Honesty Lov1no» and Helpful in 
botii the Vancouver and Portlor^:! r.tudies as v^ell as the uniformly low ranking 
of Prosperous Lifg» reeh'nnjjjf Tchiwenient^, Prave , Creative, and Influential . 
Soeculation concerninn rauso^» -r explanations v/ould undouhtpdly be 
hazardous. The potential usefulness of this data to educators, however, 
deserves a b>*ief examination. 

The hiqh rankinn of sociocentric and affection laden values such as 
Hel pf ul , lionest, Loyi_nc , etc. cc.'ld '-oil Le a clue to the kind of learning 
environront and teacner-Punil t^-cnsh^ns that would increase pupil motiva- 



tion and receptivity to instruction, indeed, the lov/ regard for eqocentric 
:.nd success-oriented values such ~ . ^n us Lif ei Feeling of Achievement t 

and InnuentjdJ^ coijld serve as a v/ofMing about the nossiblo counter produc- 
tive c-'^'^ccts of stressing achievonent and future success in atterpts to 
notivDt? :;rc adolescent children. 

In this sare vein, a teacher could develop a value profile for each 
of his students and thereby becorr^e aware of the value preferences of in- 
dividual pupils* This infornation could be utilized as a cuide to personal 
interaction between tnc tooc'.er and individual students. For examnle, 
children indicatinq a hioh r.?^;ard for affection, helpfulness, and family 
love could well be denonst; 'Vv^'^ Ik desire for a persor 1 relationship v/ith 
the teacher that is quite Ji'^^orent from those rankinq achievement and 
Gucce*^^ highest. r;ct!i tcac}icrs arid counselors could be guided by precise 
value preference data of this kind. 

There are» of CvOurse, danners of the misuse of knowledge concerning 
hurran value syster-s and chanoes i.'ithin those s.nterr.s. In terrrs of education, 
the dancers inclu(^e 1) tro indcscripinatc application of normative findings 
conce^'j^,inq croiios of pro/jdolesconts to individual nupils, v^.o nay differ 
narkedly frop develooTCntal or ^ubaroup nornis, and 2) the u-te of knowledge 
concerning hunan value systems tn ranipulate pupil value preferences to con- 
fron v/ith the orientations of a dormant najority or of a particular interest 
?-;roup. It is not the ourooso of this paper to exarine the ethical -moral 
qjcstions relatino to the oxnorirental and/or insf'tutional naninulation of 
basic hupan values or o^ contrclllno the Jirection of value system change, 
Hov/ever, it would be as fool ^ oh deny the possible dfinners of misuse of such 



knowledae as it would be reject the need for systematic knowledge of hunan 
value oysters and their relationships to behavior and belief* 

IHPLr^^ "OnS FOR RESEARCH 

In considering the implications of this study for further research, It 
ir.' oriant to renenber that these studies v/ere directed Only to the questions 
of v;hat value preferences proadolescents iiold and of whether qrade, sex, SES, 
and race are correlates of differences in those preference:. The research 
qtiestions relating to tho value orientations of school children that these 
studies suggest include the follovnng: 

1) Khat relationships do value preferences have to other form of 
behavior and belief? 

2) What effects do valuing and decision-making instructional 
strategies have on changes in pi'pil value orientations? 

3) What effects, if any, do differences between pupil value 
orientations and those of the school or teacher have on pupil 
achievement? 

Another type of study to which the Rokeach instrurant is well- suited is 
the * identification' study. Rokeach (K7O5 p. 15) has suggested that sub- 
jects might be asked to perform two ranking tasks upon items of both the term- 
inal and insmimental value scales: 1) subjects rank items in order of per- 
sonal oreferuHce '^na 2' >ubiects rank itons in order 'you think your teacher 
(or srhool) v;ould prefrr* , A r-^mk-order correlation (rho) between the results 
of th(; tv/o tasks \;ould constitute an index of i'^rntification of the Dupil 
v.ith fh'c specified refivcr a: person cr oroup. This way of operational izing 
the notion of identification presents sone intriguinn research possibil i ties» 



Pokeach (1971a) and Kehoe (1972) have deronstrated the possibility of 
i;til 12 inn the Rokeach-type value peasure in order to r^^anipulate experiment- 
ally ,:rs1cular terninal or instrurrental values as indenendent variables in 
resear':''^ ^:tudies. If certain attitjdes or behaviors arc predicted as the 
rcsi/: 0'' raising or lowering particular values \/ithin personal value systems, 
L^en tr,e Kokeach-type nxiasure would provide evidence, that such manipulation 
had, in fact> taken place. For example, Kehoe predicted that upward manipula- 
tion of f reedom , equal ity and broadrnindedy v/ould increase "tolerance of 
cultural diversity." Such a prediction cannot be tested unless evidence is 
obtained that these values, as the independent variables, have been success- 
fully nanipulatcd. 

It is finally suggested that a test-retest correlation over tim might 
be used as a measure of value systen stability or change. Rokeach (1970) 
has shown that various coT^parison groups differ systenatically in terms of 
value system stability. Assuming experimental control of all variables, in- 
cluding instrument reliability, except treatment variables being manipulated, 
then the lef^s positive the correlation between ranking frow test to retest 
the greater the value system change* It might, for example, be predicted that 
utilization of value clarification strategies v;ould produce significant value 
systen change. The modified Po.^each-typo value measure is wel>3uited to the 
testing of this type of prediction at the eleiw^^tary scnoo'l level. 
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'.a prospero'os ii^a) 

An Z:c3'j-tin^ Life 

(a r>-;:lr2'aiavin^, acti^/s life) 

A 3-3ns3 of Acccjipiishment 
{iCi^ztcg contribution) 

k "Vorld at Peace 

(free of war and conflict) 

A v/orld of Beautj 

{oeau-r;7 of nature and arts) 

iqf/:aliu.7 

(eq-ial opportunity for all^ 

?'-i:nil7 o30'aritv 

(-al-cin^ care of iovad ones) 

?reedo:n 

(indapendenca, frea choice) 

Iiappiness 

(oontantedness ) 

Inner Haraorxy 

(freedoa frcni inner conflicts) 

nature Love 

(sexTjal & spiritual intiaacy) 

national Securixy 

(protection frczi attack) 

Piaasijire 

(an enjoyable, leisxareiy life) 

Salva-Gion 

(aavad, eternal life) 

Self-Hespect 

(self -esteem) 

Social Recognition 

(respect, adudLration) 

?ru'j Friendship 

(close coT^panionship) 

V/Vodoia 

(aat^are understanding) 
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i::32HU:Sr?AL YAIU2S 

Anbitioijis 

(hard-working, aspirin^) 

Broadziinded 
(open-minded) 

Capable 

(codofttenty efficient) 

Cheerful 

(lighthear-oed, joTfui) 

Clean 

(neat, cidy) 

CoTirageous 

(standijog up for your beliefs) 

?orgi-7ing 

(v/illing to pardon others) 

Helpful 

(v/orking for others^ welfare) 

Honest 

(sincere, truthful) 

Imaginativx? 

(daring, creative) 

Independent 

(self-reliant, self-sufficient) 

Intellectual 

(intelligent, reflective) 

Logical 

(consistent, rational) 

Loving 

(affectionate, tender) 

Obedient 

(dutiful, respectful) 

Polite 

(courteous, vvell-nannered) 

Responsible 

(dependable, reliable) 

Self -controlled 

(restrained, self -disciplined) 



•?-\3L3 II 

liiilS 0? :i03I?IZD ?.0.v3ACH^r?3 7ALL3 3a?.\'2Y r2-/3L0?ZD 
?C3 US3 ?/irH i?H2AIX)LZSG3:ra SU3JZCT3 



A 32au-:iful V/Orli 


Ambitious 


ACiiiiravioa and Resoect of Othars 


Bold (Brave) 


A Fe-^'J^ng of Achiaveraent 


Capable 


A Sec^jre Country 


Cheerful 


A Peaceful 7/orld 


Glean 


Confidence and Pride in Sslf 


Creative 


3iual Opportunity for All People 


Dependable 


3::ci^in§ life 


forgiving 


7a::ill.7 Love and Protection 


Helpful 


J-reedo2i of Choice 


Honest 


Pleaoura 


Influential 


P.eligious Faith 


Intelligent 


•Ir^Jie Priendehip 


Loving 


V/ealth (Prosperous Lifo) 


Polite 




Self-<3ontrolled 



T.-.r.Ii I EI -A 







AC'i"i:ii:r: 

TO Tycie::E 


AC-RE ::::!3T 


A Conf c-L'Cr-il-ile I_ : -i 


v-realth (Prosperous Life--) 


90 


30- 




r::citing Life 


10c 


90 




A Feeling of Achieverr.eTit 




30 


A Vi'orld a: Faacct 


A Poacciful Korld 


so 


80 


A World of 2^?.u;:v 


A Baautiful World 


iCO 


SO 


: qua lit V 


Equal Rights for All Paopie 


100 


80 




Far.ily Lovs and Procection 


90 


90 




Frj^edoni of Choice (Freedoo: 
and Independence--) 


100 






A. Secure Country 


so 


80 


u 1 J ^ ^ 


Pleasure 


SO 


30 


Salvation 


Religious Faith 


80 


50 




Confidence and Pride In Self 


100 


80 




Ad-iraticn anci Respect of 
Others 


90 


IGG 




True Frir.ndship 


100 


90 






40 




Mat'^re Love 




0 








10 




Happiness 


Subsu.T.es ffiosu other itons. 







Pcrccit .i^rc^-nc^nr o;^ ) i :>d t-tp ^h-v.::^ i^^ •ir:.nt'v;.;<: ^> 



T 





::00I5TED ITEM TO ' VlLi^i)^ 


AG?.Ez:>:z>rr 




Ajr.bltiou3 ICO 


30 


Capable 


Capable 100 


90 


Cheerful 


Chearf'ji loo 


80 




Clean 90 


SO 


Courageous 


Bold (3c£Ve:V) iqo 


5C* 




Forgiving (:;o Sy-r.onyni 91 
at: Grade Levrl^-V)' 




Helprul 


Helpful 100 


SO 






100 




Crea::ive SO 


90 


Iiiuellectual 


Intelligent 30 


70 






90 


Polite 


Polite 100 


100 


P.esponsible 


Dependable 100 


100 


Self-co-^itrollec 


S-Jil: -cor.crolled lOG 


lOO 




In1:loer.r.ial 100 


100 


Srcad-ninded 


30 




Logical 


40 






Subriuni^d by ^'Polite - Depeadabl<^'* 






SabodD.od oy ''Frecdooi and Indapsindence'* 








b;Gi:'.a 























.::D::rzD 
















SCHOOL ?G?'JL.\X 


::- r 










1 ^. 1 ^ i 






4 

INST. 






.90 


- .99 


3 


i 


1 


- 


2 


1 




- .89 


15 


9 


6 


2 


9 


-7 
1 


.TO, 


- .79 


in 


0 


5 


1 


5 


■ 5 




- .59 


7 


7 


3 


4 




3 


• - 


- .59 


T 
/ 


8 


5 


-/ 


2 


3 




- .49 


2 


7 


\ 


4 


1 




, ^ 


- .39 


2 


2 






i 




.20 


- .29 




5 




4 


- 


1 


. 10 


- .19 


1 




X 




- 


- 


.CO 


- .09 




3 




o 




1 


-.01 


- -.10 


1 


1 








1 


i; 


- -.20 


1 




1 








~ .21 


- -.30 


1 








1 






c = 


.73 


.53 


.70 


.50 


.77 


.73 






49 


49 


24 


a / 


25 


25 



1 



i i 
j . ! 


r T ! 


1 


., . 
1 


1 ^ 


1 i 


! i 


i * 

17 . 1 17 


T.\3LZ V-3 



PorciaM, Oregon (SLkcH C -ad.^vs) 
!^xn>ar of Subjects by Sex, tlace, ar.d S,Y..S 



1 



1? 



13 



I 



13 



TA3LE V-C 
5o!-.--??r. 3'.'A'.G!as (Si:cch Grsders) 




1 

-t 



i 
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T 



1 



I 

•/ALUISS H3I3 iTn:?C5MLY HIC-H 02 iJl]120?2SL7, LO'}! ACROSS QHOOPS 
I!I ?HS VANGOirraH SASEPLB 



Sxtroma High (lop ?our) 



•j?erQinal Values 

Ratio Gomp^ 

of Rardc 

V.alu2 I ten Occurrence* Order 



?anily love and 

Protection 7/8 1 

?eac<^ful World 8/8 2 

True Priendship 7/8 3 



Sank Grdar Posi-cions 

Ii^ uri£::ental Values 

Ratio Coiap . 

of Ranic 
Value Item Occurrence Order 



Loving (Affectionate) 6/8 
Honest (Truthful, 

Sincere) 7/8 2 



Extreme Low (Bottom Pour) Rank Order Positions 



Teminal 


Values 




Instrumental 


Values 






Ratio 


Comp. 




Ratio 


Coap. 




of 


Rank 




of 




Value Item 


Occurrence* 


Order 


Value Item 


Occurrence 


Ordsr 


Confidence and Pride 












in Self 


7/8 


12 


Creative 


7/3 


14 


Peeling of Achieve- 












ment 


8/8 


14 


Inflxiential 


7/8 


15 


Religious Paith 


7/8 


13 
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iXyjZ3 ?ZLD L™:70?JILY HISH OR 


UiUPOHliLT 107/ Ai:?.C33 GHGUrS 










^xtrene Hi-^h (Top ?our) 


Hank Ordar Positions 




•?2rmlnal Value 3 


Ins-trumsntal '/alues 


Ratio of 

•/^.lue Itea Occurrence 


Value Item 


P.atio of 
Ooc'irrence 


J-araxly Love and 

Pro-tec t ion 3/5 

Sq/Jial Opporirunitjr for 

Ail PeoVle ' 6/3 


Loving (Affectionate) 
Honest (u?2ra.T;hful, Sincere) 


8/3 
7/8 




Haloful (Aiding Others) 


7/3 



j:::-;r3iae lo^v (Bottca ?o:ir) Rank Order Positions 



Terair-al Values 



Value li 



A ?r03perous Life 
(v/ealth and Comfort) 

Sicciting Life (Active, 
Adventurous life) 

5*eeling of Achievement 
(lasting Contribution) 



Ratio of 
Occ'orrence Value Item 



Instrtciental Values 



Ratio of 
Occurrence 



7/3 
7/3 
8/3 



Influential (Leadership) 6/3 
Creative (linaginative) S/3 



The ratio of cross-group sajailarity represents the nuaber of times a 
value occurred in the extreme high (top four) or extreme lov/ (bottom 
I our; ram: order positions out of the eight group value nrofiles* 



T 



?ASL3 '/I - G 



Comparison -Table of Serriinal Values Held at the Sctrenie 
High (•To? l^^our) ana Zx-.rsiae lo?/ (Bottom f-our) HarJc Order 
?03itior^ by Siicth Grad'ars in Portland, Oragon (i'I=104) 
and Vancouver, 3#0o (2«=53) 



lictrsnie High (Top ?our) Rank Order Positions 



VA:TC0ir73R<> B.C. 



Value Itea 



Maan 
Sank 
Position 



Ratio 
of 

Occursnce 



Value I ten 



Llean 
Harilc 
Position 



Hatio 
of 

Occurence 



Pamily Love 1 

Paaceful ;7orid 2 

True Priendship 3 

Beau-ciful 7orla 4 



5/4 
4/4 
3/4 
1/4 



Pamilj- Love 1 

Peaceful TTorld 2 

3qual Opportttnitj • 3 

'2rus Prieadahip 4 



3/S 
5/3 
6/3 
4/8 



Sxtreme Low (Bottom Pour) Hank Order Positions 



VAITCOUVSR, B>C. 

Mean Hatio 

EarJc of 

Value I ten Position Occurence 



Prosperous Life 11 2/4 

.SelfKJonfidence 12 3/4 

Religious ?aith 13 4/4 

Peeling of Achievement 14 4/4 



rORTLAaD, 0IL3GON 

Mean Ratio 

Rank of 

Value Item Position Occurence 



SeUgious Paxth 11 2/3 

Prosperotis Life 12 7/3 

Exciting Life 13 7/3 

Peeling of Achievement 14 8/3 



C:n>arl3on Tabla oi' Ins ci-jaental Valu-s dt^ld tha Eictrsme 
fix^h (2cp Pour) and :2}:tr9n:3 lov/ ('So-txo-a ?o'^) l>ar± Ordar 
Pooitions by Sixth Graders in Portland, Oregon (i:=104) 
and Vancouver, 3*0 . (:T-63) 



Sctrsne High (?op Four) Rank Order Positions 



7A:r:0Tj^r3R, 








OHZG-O:? 




Value It3m 


!Jean 
Hank 
Position 


Hatio 
of 

Cccursnce 


Value Itea 


Mean 
■Rar^k- 
Position 


Ratio 
of 

Occurence 


Honest 
Loving 
Intalligent 
HeipfTil 


1 
2 
3 

A 


4/4 
5/4 
1/4 
2/4 


Lo-^ring 
Honest 
Helpful 
Forgivang 


1 
2 
3 

i 


o/o 
7/3 
7/3 
4/3 




ctrene Low 


(Bottom Pour) 


Rank Order Positions 




va>:gouver. 

Value I tea 


B.C. 

Mean 
Rank 
Position 


ilatio 

0? 

Occ^orence 


PORTIAia* 
Value Itea 


OESGOIJ 

Ilaan 
Rank 

Position 


Ratio 
of 

Occurence 


Breve 
Cheerful 
Creative 
Ir^l aa ntial 


12 
13 
14 
15 


2A 
1/4 
4/4 
3/4 


Capable 
Brave 
Creative 
Influential 


12 
15 

14o 
14.5 


6/3 
6/3 
8/8 
6/8 



TA3ia ^/I - 3 

Cc-nposite Rank Orders of Terminal and Instrunental Values in Urban 
Vancouver, Bo C, Grade Six Subjects 

N = 63 



3?:'.IIII.II VAI,U3S IirSTHILSiTTAL VAL03S 



Hank Rank 
Order Order 



1 


Loving ?aaily 


2 


Peaceful World 


3 


True "friendship 


4 


Bsau-ciful Y/orld 


5 


Pleasure 


5 


Freedom 


7 


Social 




Recognition 


3 


3quality 


9 


Sxciting Life 


10 


Secure Country- 


11 


Self-respect 


12 


Prosperous Life 


13 


Peeling of 




Achievement 


14 


Religious 




Paith 



1 Honest 

2 Loving 
5 Poiite 

4 H3l?ful 

5 Intelligent 

6 Ambitious 

7 Dependable 

8 Capable 

9 Self-controlled 

10 Porgiving 

11 Cheerful 

12 Clean 

13 Brave 

14 Influential 

15 Creative 



TABLE VI - ? 

:oaposite Hank Orders of Terminal and Instrumental Values in Urban 
Portlcind, Oregon, Grade Six Subject? 
U = 104 



Rank 
Order 



Ten-nlnal Values 



Mean 
Rank 



Rank 
Order 



I:^.stru-ental Value: 



I 


FcH^i ly Love and Protection 


4.21 


1 


2 


Peaceful World 


5-42 


2 


3 


Equal Opportunity for All 
People 


5.33 


3 


4 


True Friendship 


5.33 


4 


5 


hd~,l ration and Respect of 
Others 


7.20 


5 


6 


Beautiful World 


7.31 


6 


7 


A Ss-j-e Country 


7.8S 


7 


8 


Confidence and Pride in 
.'iysGlf . 


8.11 


8 


9 


Pleasure (Enjoyable Life) 


8.25 


S 


10 


FreedoTi of Choice and 
Action (Independence) 


8.60 


10 


11 


Religious Faith 


8.71 


11 


12 


A Prosperous Life 
(V.'eal th and Comfort) 


9.57 


12 


13 


Excising Life (Active, 
Acvenzurous Life) 


9.82 


13 



(Self-disciplined) 



14 Feeling of Achievement 
(Lasting Ccntributior.) 



11 Anbio-:Gus (Hard-.-;ork1ng) 

Capable (Able to do Thit 
Well) 



10.14 14.5 Creative {I:raQinativ9)^'^ 
14.5 Influential (Leadership)' 



•■ Based upon the mean ranln'ny 
I:-.d;c.::te5 t\.-o values having 



of each value 



riean 
Rank 



5.33 
5.64 
6.05 

7.2; 
7.2> 

7.43 
7.73 
7.85 

7.94 
8.23 

8.?9 
9.13 

9.22 
10.55 



3I2"i?ica::t :iii:t 3??zots i::T2?jiC'?io:T3 o? ssx :j;d 

socio-EcoL'crnc status (sss) oit Tz?:.irjAL yaluss tj tz?:^ o? 

PATIOS : 



LLilli S??ECTS I]}iu?31ACTI0?IS 

SES :c S:23 - G3AD3 SES z 
SES a?JU}3 SEX G3AD3 SZX x S2X :c 531 



Beautiful T/orld 4.134* 15.041^ - « ^ 

S2:citing Life 4.177* 7.345** - 4-535* 
P^ailj Love and 

Protsccion - - 18.491**. - « _ ^ 

Pleasure - - 5.956* w _ 

Prosperous Life - - 5.875*5<- - «. 5^955* 

Heligio^js Paith - - 4.704* - 15.931*«- 

Secure Country - ^ ^ 4.033^^' - ^ 4.242* 

Confidence and Pride 

in Self - 6.313*- - - ^ ^ 
Adiaira^ion and Respect 

of Others - - 6.431* - - 5.431* 

True Friendship - 7.006** - - - ^ 



* p < .05 
*^ ? < .01 



1 



::'i:Ti?iaAi:T :..'a::: z?72c?3 a:© ii.-Tz?.iciio:r o? ghats, s2x .urD 
~ocio-3Go::c:.iTa sta-tcs (335) oji in3?5uh5}:?al values hi tzbi-b 

C? "7" HAriGS : 



''W.ZOm'SR STUDY 



;Lu2: 3.-7SGTS 
3Z3 G?_AD3 SZ?: 



I2rrZILlG?IO}I3 
S3Z X 33S :c QP^IDS SES x 

SEX x S31 ORADS SZX 



Capcbls 
Clean 

Infiusntial 
Int3ilig3nt 
loving 
Polite 

33lf- 

Controilsd 



7. 0^5** 
3.931-* 



5.929* 



- - - - 4.271* 

16.122** 6.947* 

3,434-** _ _ ^ 

14.115** 4.335* - - _ . 

6.042* - 4.638* 

13.531** 3.863** - - - _ 

7.005 «<• - - _ 

- - 6.025* - - - 

9.746** - 5.269* 

6.837** 4.943* - > 6.S87**- 
5.555* - 12.305** - 16.356** 

4.144* 25.903** - - _ 

■ 6.512** 8.231** - - _ _ 

6.137* - - _ _ 



* p < .05 
•'^*p < .01 
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711 - C 

50GIO-5CO:iOMIG S?AT'IJ3 (32S) OIT 'rsaii::-\L 7A.LU33 Ii: C3?jr!3 0? 

?chcia:]ii study 



::aiii z??zc!rs ijr2H.iGTi02TS 

HAGS 3E:C SZS ?JlG3 :c tt;AG2 x SZX ;c 2AC3 :c 

SZS S2S S3X X 

SES 

li^eoure Oountrj - - 5«54'^ - 5.53-^ - - 

GorJ'idenca and 

?rii - in 33lf 70 31"^ ^ . - ^ ^ 

Adn^ra^ion and 

?.33p3ot of Others 4*57'^ - 3*95=^ - - ^ 

?ri9ndship ^ ^ - ^ 11*77^ 



SIC-IJIPIGANT riAni Iffl^ECTS AIID INTERACTIO:! 0? EilCE, SEX, 
333 0:T I2r3?R3?.!S:7gAL VALUES EI TERT-IS 03 RATIOS : 

PORTLAIID STUDY 



E3FECTS 
PilC3 ss:{ SSS 



ii:teragtio5s 

RACE X RACE :<: SEX x 
SEX SES SES 



RAGS X 
S3X :s: 
SES 



Gh3 9rful 
Clean 

Inxiusntial 



4.32* 

5 ♦07'^ 12.^5* 



4.51^ 
4.53* 



* p < .05 
p < .01 



T 



- .L . 



ir;i -y for Hi I 



.....:> I . : 



J 5 



3* /3 



3.71 
2,52 



7.2[ 



"2 '7*- 



5, S3 3.37 



'"in ^ 



w il ^ 



•';5uSL.^e (£njc:-:bl2 Life) 



A Prdr^perz'js Life (n'ealth 

,:/.citing Life (Active^ 
Auventurcus Life) 

■-eeli.K; of Aciiievexent 



n 7\n 

/ -a / 



7. CD 
7,G3 



9.1a 

7, £5 



1G 



OA 



3.5'i 



'J ^ I i 



«-.33 



5.6S 



CO 



'"7 nr, nn 



£.11 if.nc 
8.25 3.2£ 



£.71 



7 



2.2- 



p G * * 



n.s, 



68 



.C5 

i3 .'w 1 
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-j/in^ (A^'ractionate) 


3,50 




5. 36 




•n . 2 . 


-','^.951 (iruurTjl, Sincere; 


5,25 


3.71 




f*.l9 


n.s. 


--.•-fi'i M-'.'ii-'T !Vhi=^'**^ 1 








3.63 


n ,3. 




3. ia 


3,71 


7.21 


5.9it 


n.s. 




7.29 


3,53 


7.59 


if. 13 


n.3. 


('i3^:. Tidy) 


a, 68 


^..07 


7.is3 




n.G. 


Jre:rrful (L"; ^hc-hearted) 


5,99 


3.7S 


7.73 


3.7i; 




^a!f Ccncro'i'tc {Self- 


7,51 


3.57 


7.55 


U.LS 




"iscipl irea) 












>f:pendabie (Reliable) 


7.56 


3.S7 


7,9i^ 


3, or: 


n.3. 


intelligent (S:::art) 


7.C5 


if. 77 


w • 2 J/ 






rC b i 1 1 c u s ( H : r d v; o r k i n g ) 


7.37 


5. £5 


•6.59 


i^.35 


2.57* 


laoabie (Able lo do Things 


7.35 




9.15 


3.£": 


3.2C- 


liell) 










3rava {Courageous) 


a. 81 


if. 41 


9. 22 




n.s. 


Creative (Imaginative) 


11.07 




10.95 


3.25 • 


n.3. 


Irjfluential (Leadership) 


11,32 


3.53 


10.95 


3.cU 


n.s. 



65 



? <.05 
p<.fJ1 

ERIC 



